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b i l l , i t ' s a t r a sh b i l l i f you wa n t t o put i t t h at way . I ' m not
going to say that in a derogatory manner, but I' ve got a bill,
664, which affects vitally the people of the State of Ne braska
which we probably won't even get to debate on this floor, has a
far greater impact. An d I would venture to s ay th at eve ry
single legislator here has a num ber of bills which are more
vital day-to-day interests to the people of this state than is
114. I don 't think i t is that important a bill. I n all
honesty, Senator Landis, it has had a lot of work on it and i t
needs a lo t more. I think it will be a better bill if it goes
back to the committee. I want to commend Senator Rod Jo hnson
f o r mak i ng t he mot i on . We ' ve l e ar n e d a l ot ab ou t t h e b i l l i n
the course of the debate, but it needs a lot more debate and a
lot more d iscussion and t h e public needs some more input. I
would certainly support Senator Rod Johnson's motion...

SPEAKER BARRETT: One minute.

SENATOR SCHMIT: ...to return the bill.

SPEAKER BARRET.,: Thank you. Senator Scofield.

SENATOR SCOFIELD: Mr. President and members, I rise to support
Senator Johnson's motion to send this bill back for a study. I
would like to comment a little bit on Senator Landis's chagrin
about other i ssues. The reason the low level issue is before
us, frankly, is because the public demands that it be before us.
I have not had that same level of outcry, frankly, from anyone I
represent. I don't know if you have or not, I c ertainly have

much more stringent than the current hazardous waste issue is,
without saying that is not an important issue, it is. I don' t
know that we are doing.... I know there are a number of oth e r
issues out there on solid waste. So I think it would be fair to
categorize that if one pie c e of sol id waste legislation is
moving it is basically a small step rather than a ny kin d of
s weeping leg islation. It was my unde rstanding when t h e
committee brought 114 to the floor, it was my understanding that
Senator Landis made a persuasive and relevant argument that the
issue of hazardous waste deserved discussion on the floor, and I
agree wholeheartedly with that. You all know we' ve discussed
it. But we haven't seemed to arrive at any kind of conclusions,
or at least certainly not any consensus. I think tha t purpose
has been s erved. For that reason I'm saying because we are
h aving such a dif ficult time ac hieving consensus and that
whatever is passed this year will not take effect immediately,

not. We are also on a time line on a low level issue that is
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